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about the 900th American dead or of 
the 899th or the 898th, or the other 
brave men and women who have died 
just yesterday, not to mention since 
the war was launched by the President. 

Iraq is not popular with the Amer-
ican people, so it has fallen out of favor 
in the President’s remarks. By the Re-
publican convention, finding any com-
ments about Iraq by the President will 
be akin to finding weapons of mass de-
struction in Iraq. Just not there. 

They have moved on as quickly as 
possible, but remember meanwhile, 
160,000 U.S. soldiers remain in harm’s 
way in Iraq, fighting and dying because 
America sent them there, but the 
America they left behind, not the 
America they have come home to. 

That is worth some discussion. We 
have an administration that talks 
tough on terror, but they completely 
overlook Iran. Ten years later the ad-
ministration’s best sound bite today is 
we will look into it. That is not a plan 
to combat terror at home or anywhere 
else. 

The administration had 10 years to 
look into it. Instead, they looked to 
someone they knew on evidence that 
was flimsy at the start and proven 
false since; the President committed 
American soldiers to a war in Iraq. 
When they could not find weapons of 
mass destruction, the administration 
changed the reason for going to war. 
Then they changed it again. Is that the 
administration’s plan to combat ter-
ror? Yes. There is terrorism in the 
world, but we need real leaders and a 
real plan to meet that threat. 

There is terrorism in the world, and 
America is capable of meeting that 
threat, but not with bullets and bombs 
alone. And if you look at the record of 
this administration, you have to con-
clude that they do not have a plan on 
terror. They hold news conferences to 
tell everyone, presuming they include 
terrorists, that America should be vigi-
lant, but afraid. America should go 
about its business, but be afraid. That 
is not a plan. That is rhetorical duct 
tape. 

America needs to be strong, not 
afraid. We did not win World War II by 
being afraid. We won by being Amer-
ican. We won by being American by 
fighting for American values, by fight-
ing for American freedoms, but today 
American freedoms are under attack, 
and it is happening right here by this 
administration. In the immediate 
aftermath of 9/11, the administration 
switched language in the middle of the 
night and America woke up to some-
thing called the PATRIOT Act. There 
is nothing patriotic about depriving 
Americans of their civil liberties. 
There was nothing patriotic a few days 
later when the House voted to restore 
some of the civil liberties taken by the 
PATRIOT Act. 

Then Republicans deliberately left 
open the vote until they could force 
enough Republicans to change their 
vote. Yes, I said change their vote. 

The White House had preordained the 
outcome of the vote, so Democrats and 

Republicans voted. Then the Repub-
licans voted again. The process was 
rigged. Civil liberties never had a 
chance. That is what the administra-
tion calls its plan to combat terror. 
Monitor the books you checked out of 
the library or the movie tickets you 
are buying online. They can go to a se-
cret court and gain access to your en-
tire life. 

George Orwell called it ‘‘1984,’’ his 
legislative novel that we used to think 
could not happen in America. It is hap-
pening. We have law enforcement agen-
cies, smart, dedicated public servants 
who know how to catch the bad guys. 
We have the financial resources to arm 
the agencies with the funding they 
need to support our people. We do not 
need 1984 in 2004. Every time the ad-
ministration says, oh no, that is not 
what we are doing, another story sur-
faces about America under suspicion 
for doing something like taking pic-
tures at a popular tourist site in Se-
attle, for example. 

The administration does not have a 
plan to combat terror. It has a terror 
alert stuck on ‘‘be afraid, always.’’ The 
American people deserve more than 
that. America is strong enough to fight 
the war on terror. It needs a leader 
strong enough to do it. 

JOHN KERRY is a decorated combat 
veteran, a war hero who has seen the 
face and the horror of war firsthand. 
America can win the war on terror, but 
not by subverting American freedoms 
and civil liberties. 

America can win the war on terror 
under the leadership of a sailor who led 
men in combat and who risked his own 
life to save others under fire. America 
can win the war on terror, but it needs 
a combat veteran to do it. JOHN KERRY 
is just such a man. We will have him in 
104 days. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. HENSARLING addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
claim the time of the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

f 

FREE SPEECH BY RELIGIOUS 
LEADERS BEING DENIED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I am on the floor again to-

night, as I have been for the last 2 or 3 
weeks, to talk about the fact that in 
America today with all of our brave 
men and women fighting for freedom 
for the Iraqis and in Afghanistan and 
certainly to protect the American peo-
ple, that yet in this country today a 
minister, a priest or a rabbi or cleric 
cannot speak freely about the politics 
and the moral issues of the day in 
America. I think that is a sad com-
mentary on this great Nation. 

I want to briefly talk about the his-
tory of this issue. Prior to 1954, there 
was never any restriction of speech on 
our ministers in this country or our 
rabbis or our priests until 1954. The 
Lyndon Baines Johnson amendment in 
the Senate, never debated, no hearings 
were held; and yet the Senate unani-
mously accepted the amendment by 
Senator Johnson that basically said if 
you are a 501(c)(3), you may not have 
political speech, and that means en-
dorsement or opposition to a can-
didate. 

Well, I looked at the history of this, 
and I looked at the history of churches 
being qualified for a 501(c)(3). Never in 
any of the history that we looked upon 
was there any restriction of speech at 
all on the churches or synagogues or 
mosques in this country. 

The reason I bring this to the floor 
again tonight is because I believe sin-
cerely if morality in this great Nation 
is to survive based on the Judeo-Chris-
tian principles that this Nation was 
founded upon, then the ministers, the 
priests and the rabbis and the clerics 
should be able to speak freely about 
the moral and political issues of the 
today without any restriction. 

The IRS is in charge of overseeing 
the speech of our churches, syna-
gogues, and mosques. They testified 2 
years ago they cannot even enforce the 
law. Yet, what we have today is a man 
named Barry Lynn with the Americans 
United that stands for the separation 
of church and State; and what he does 
is file a complaint, like he did in Colo-
rado 4 weeks ago. Bishop Sheridan, a 
Catholic Bishop, the diocese of Colo-
rado Springs, wrote a pastoral letter, 
three pages to the Catholics in Colo-
rado Springs, and reminded them that 
the Catholic Church stands for pro-
tecting the unborn, it stands against 
stem cell research, it stands against 
euthanasia; and all they did in the pas-
toral letter was he did not mention Mr. 
KERRY or Mr. Bush. He did not mention 
Democrat or Republican, liberal or 
conservative, but what he did was men-
tion the word ‘‘pro-life.’’ 

And I want my friends to know in the 
House that in the early 1990s that the 
Internal Revenue Service expanded, 
through an administrative process, the 
definition of what the Johnson amend-
ment said. So in this documentation I 
am holding up tonight, Mr. Speaker, is 
a section called ‘‘code words.’’ Well, 
this begins to sound like what I can 
imagine in the late 1930s in Germany, 
code words. 
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